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(2) A description of the operational 
bases of the Negotiated Service 
Agreement, including activities to be 
performed and facilities to be used by 
both the Postal Service and the mailer 
under the agreement; and 

(3) A statement of the parties’ 
expectations regarding performance 
under the Negotiated Service 
Agreement, including the possibility of 
cancellation or re-negotiation of the 
agreement, and the perceived potential 
for renewal of the agreement for an 
additional period. 

(b) The Commission will treat 
requests predicated on a baseline 
Negotiated Service Agreement as subject 
to the maximum expedition consistent 
with procedural fairness. A schedule 
will be established, in each case, to 
allow for prompt issuance of a decision.

§ 3001.196 Requests to recommend a 
negotiated service agreement that is 
functionally equivalent to a previously 
recommended negotiated service 
agreement. 

(a) This section governs Postal Service 
requests for a recommended decision in 
regard to a Negotiated Service 
Agreement that is proffered as 
functionally equivalent to a Negotiated 
Service Agreement previously 
recommended by the Commission and 
currently in effect. The previously 
recommended Negotiated Service 
Agreement shall be referred to as the 
baseline agreement. The purpose of this 
section is to establish procedures that 
provide for accelerated review of 
functionally equivalent Negotiated 
Service Agreements. The Postal Service 
request shall include: 

(1) A detailed description of how the 
proposed Negotiated Service Agreement 
is functionally equivalent to the 
baseline agreement; 

(2) A detailed description of how the 
proposed Negotiated Service Agreement 
is different from the baseline agreement; 

(3) Identification of the record 
testimony from the baseline agreement 
docket, or any other previously 
concluded docket, on which the Postal 
Service proposes to rely, including 
specific citation to the locations of such 
testimony; 

(4) Any available special studies 
developing information pertinent to the 
proposed Negotiated Service 
Agreement; 

(5) If applicable, the identification of 
circumstances unique to the request; 
and 

(6) If applicable, a proposal for 
limitation of issues in the proceeding, 
except that the following issues will be 
relevant to every request predicated on 
a functionally equivalent Negotiated 
Service Agreement: 

(i) The financial impact of the 
Negotiated Service Agreement on the 
Postal Service over the duration of the 
agreement; 

(ii) The fairness and equity of the 
Negotiated Service Agreement in regard 
to other users of the mail; and 

(iii) The fairness and equity of the 
Negotiated Service Agreement in regard 
to the competitors of the parties to the 
Negotiated Service Agreement. 

(b) When the Postal Service submits a 
request predicated on a functionally 
equivalent Negotiated Service 
Agreement, it shall provide written 
notice of its request, either by hand 
delivery or by First-Class Mail, to all 
participants in the Commission docket 
established to consider the baseline 
agreement. 

(c) The Commission will schedule a 
prehearing conference for each request. 
Participants shall be prepared to address 
whether or not it is appropriate to 
proceed under § 3001.196 at that time. 
After consideration of the material 
presented in support of the request, and 
the argument presented by the 
participants, if any, the Commission 
shall promptly issue a decision on 
whether or not to proceed under 
§ 3001.196. If the Commission’s 
decision is to not proceed under 
§ 3001.196, the docket will proceed 
under § 3001.195. 

(d) The Commission will treat 
requests predicated on functionally 
equivalent Negotiated Service 
Agreements as subject to accelerated 
review consistent with procedural 
fairness. If the Commission determines 
that it is appropriate to proceed under 
§ 3001.196, a schedule will be 
established which allows a 
recommended decision to be issued not 
more than: 

(1) 60 days after the determination is 
made to proceed under § 3001.196, if no 
hearing is held; or 

(2) 120 days after the determination is 
made to proceed under § 3001.196, if a 
hearing is scheduled.

§ 3001.197 Requests to renew previously 
recommended Negotiated Service 
Agreements with existing participant(s).
[Reserved]

§ 3001.198 Requests to modify previously 
recommended Negotiated Service 
Agreements. [Reserved] 

[FR Doc. 03–22478 Filed 9–3–03; 8:45 am] 
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Revisions to the California State 
Implementation Plan, Kern County Air 
Pollution Control District and San 
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution 
Control District

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve 
revisions to the Kern County Air 
Pollution Control District (KCAPCD) 
and San Joaquin Valley Unified Air 
Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) 
portions of the California State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). The 
KCAPCD revisions concern the emission 
of particulate matter (PM–10) from 
agricultural burning and prescribed 
burning. The SJVUAPCD revision 
concerns the emission of oxides of 
nitrogen (NOX) from lime kilns. We are 
proposing to approve local rules that 
regulate these emission sources under 
the Clean Air Act as amended in 1990 
(CAA or the Act).
DATES: Any comments on this proposal 
must arrive by October 6, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy 
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR–
4), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105; 
steckel.andrew@epa.gov. 

You can inspect a copy of the 
submitted rule revisions and EPA’s 
technical support documents (TSDs) at 
our Region IX office during normal 
business hours. You may also see a copy 
of the submitted rule revisions and 
TSDs at the following locations:
Air and Radiation Docket and 

Information Center, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
(Mail Code 6102T), Room B–102, 
1301 Constitution Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

California Air Resources Board, 
Stationary Source Division, Rule 
Evaluation Section, 1001 ‘‘I’’ Street, 
Sacramento, CA 95814. 

Kern County Air Pollution Control 
District, 2700 ‘‘M’’ Street, Suite 302, 
Bakersfield, CA 93301. 

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air 
Pollution Control District, 1990 East 
Gettysburg Street, Fresno, CA 93726.
A copy of the rule may also be 

available via the Internet at http://
www.arb.ca.gov/drdb/drdbltxt.htm. 
Please be advised that this is not an EPA 
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website and may not contain the same 
version of the rule that was submitted 
to EPA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Al 
Petersen, Rulemaking Office (AIR–4), 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IX; (415) 947–4118.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
proposal addresses the approval of local 
KCAPCD Rule 417 and SJVUAPCD Rule 
4313. In the Rules section of this 

Federal Register, we are approving 
these local rules in a direct final action 
without prior proposal because we 
believe these SIP revisions are not 
controversial. If we receive adverse 
comments, however, we will publish a 
timely withdrawal of the direct final 
rule and address the comments in 
subsequent action based on this 
proposed rule. We do not plan to open 
a second comment period, so anyone 

interested in commenting should do so 
at this time. If we do not receive adverse 
comments, no further activity is 
planned. For further information, please 
see the direct final action.

Dated: August 7, 2003. 

Debbie Jordan, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 03–22446 Filed 9–3–03; 8:45 am] 
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